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forward arguments, from experience, analogy, and testimony,
to show that it does.
(4.) The apology of Dr. Routh for arguing too much as a
materialist, will not, I think, appear so irrtmateriat " to the
point," in the eyes of those acquainted with philosophy, as
" Pro re Nata" seems to imagine. The laws affecting mind
and matter, and how the one acts upon the other; are ques-
tions that enter into the very heart and soul of the point in
debate ; in fact, the question is one upon which-without con.
siderable acquaintance with philosophy, and the difference
amongst philosophers to which Dr. Routh, in his apology,
refers-no medical man ought to consider himself competent to
give an opinion.
Dr. Forbes Winslow’s testimony that criminal children are
often the offspring of mad parents, is not so wide of the point,
perhaps, as the author of the strictures represents. What does
he know about the vitality of the blood? If he has made any
discovery upon this important and interesting topic, the greatest
of men, who have confessed their ignorance here, will feel
obliged, I am sure, for any light he may have to throw upon
it. Meanwhile, it seems to me, that " Pro re Nata" is,trying
to set aside arguments drawn from experience and testimony-
the strongest of all evidence--by putting in objections that
have no better foundation than mere hypothetical conjecture to
rest upon.
Notwithstanding the fact that I am inclined to take the
view of Dr. Routh in this question, I beg to subscribe myself,
Sir, your obedient servant, 
,
ONE WHO CAN FEEL FOR THE FALLEN, AND IS AS DESIROUS
July, 1859. AS ANYONE TO RAISE THEM UP AGAIN.
ON A CASE OF ENCEPHALOCELE.
To the Editor of THE LANCET.
SIR,&mdash;Having within the last twelve months seen two cases
of encephalocele reported in THE LANCET, it has occurred to
,me that a delineation of the peculiar features of the malforma-
tion might prove acceptable to many of your readers.
Length of tumour. 8 in. ; circumference at the largest part, 13 in.
It contained 23 or. of serum.
The case from which I took the accompanying sketch fell
under my notice eight years since, and was attended with very
much the same train of symptoms as that of Mr. J. B. Thom-
son, reported in THE LANCET of the 28th May; therefore I will
not append the notes I took at the time, as they would be little
more than a repetition of what is so well given by him.
I am. Sir. vour obedient servant.
EDMUND YOUNG, M.R.C.S..Steyning, Sussex, Jul]r, 1859.
CONVICTION AND SENTENCE OF WATTERS
AND EDWARDS FOR CONSPIRACY
AND FRAUD.
CENTRAL CRIMINAL COURT.
JULY 7TH, 1859.&mdash;(Before the Recorder.)
John Nichol Watters and Claude Edwards, 27, both de.
scribed as surgeons, were indicted for obtaining money by false
pretences, and also with conspiring to defraud divers persons.
Mr. F. H. Lewis prosecuted; Mr. J. Doyle and Mr. M’Don.
nell defended.
The first case gone into against the prisoners was that of
Miss Hanley, who stated that in consequence of an advertise.
ment which she saw she went to Spring-gardens, to an estab.
lishment called the Ear Dispensary. On the door there was a
brass plate with the name of Dr. Watters. The door was
opened to her by a footman, and she first saw Edwards, who
showed her in to Dr. Watters. She told him she had come to
consult him about a deafness under which she laboured. She
at that time wore trumpets, and he, after looking at her ears,
said that she would not want them after the next day, and
that he had cured himself, and had that day seen sixty pa.
tients. She was to give him &pound;10. She paid &pound;3, for which
Edwards gave her a receipt. She said to Edwards that if it
did not cure her she should call again ; and he said, "If Dr.
Watters says it will cure you, it will." They gave her some
lotion, but it did her no good. She afterwards called three
times, but did not see Watters. He said he would send, but
did not. They gave her some more medicine, and wanted her
to give 30s., but she would not. She saw a dark man that
time. At last she again saw Dr. Watters, and he said he
would send her some more medicine, but he did not, and she
sent him a lawyer’s letter.
Several other witnesses were called, and proved that they
had been defrauded by the prisoners in a similar way. To one
of them the prisoner Edwards said, " Our specific for ear dis
eases is a Chinese remedy, which we discovered when over
there." Another applicant he pressed to become a life sub.
scriber to their infirmary.
A quantity of the stuff sold by the prisoners was produced
in court, and sworn to be only soap and urine, in some instances
coloured with cochineal.
The evidence against the prisoners, which was gone into at
great length, most clearly established the conspiracy, and the
jury at once found them both guilty.
It was stated that Watters had above twentv years ago been
charged with arson, and had suffered six months’ imprisonment
for making a false declaration respecting a surgeon’s certificate.
The Recorder sentenced them each to eighteen months’ im,
prisonment.
COURT OF QUEEN’S BENCH.
JULY 11TH.
CHARGE OF MALTREATMENT AGAINST A SURGEON.
OBLE 2. DAVENPORT.
THIS was an action to recover compensation in damages for
the alleged maltreatment of the plaintiff’s wife by the defend-
ant, who practised as a surgeon. The defendant pleaded "Not
guilty. "
’ Mr. Lush, Q. C., and Mr. Hannon were counsel for the
plaintiff ; Mr. Tindal Atkinson and Mr. Murphy were for
the defendant.
Mr. LusH, in stating the plaintiff’s case, said that the
plaintiff was a blacksmith, carrying on business at Abridge, in
Essex, and the defendant was a surgeon, practising in the same
village. On a Sunday morning in August, 1855, the plaintiff’s
wife (who is near sixty years of age) and son were riding in a
cart, when the horse fell, and the wife met with an accident
to her wrist. On her arrival home, the defendant was sent
for, who, on examining the arm, came to the conclusion that
it was broken about three inches from the elbow, (although in
reality it was not so, the carpal bones only having been dis-
located,) and that something was the matter with the wrist
also. The defendant, on seeing the injury, immediately put
the arm between two splints, bandaged it tightly, left some
lotion, and went away. The defendant called from day to
day. He continued the arm in bandages, using bran poultices,
gin-and-water and vinegar lotions, fomentations, &c.; but no-
thing was done to the wrist. The plaintiff’s wife continued to[ suffer extreme pain, and to get worse daily. About the middle
